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Appendix I – FAppendix I – FAppendix I – FAppendix I – FAppendix I – Focus Group Inputocus Group Inputocus Group Inputocus Group Inputocus Group Input
The Arsh Group Inc. conducted a com-
munity workshop with the citizens par-
ticipating in identifying the issues and
proposing solutions.  The participants
were divided in three groups, each as-
signed to address the issues for one of
the three subareas in the District.  The
following tables represent the major is-
sues identified in this workshop.
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Appendix II - Appendix II - Appendix II - Appendix II - Appendix II - Visual Preference Survey Summary
The Arsh Group Inc. conducted a visual preference survey during the first workshop.  In this survey, the citizens were asked to
respond to a series of slides to express their desires for the community.  The images ranged from the type of housing to a variety of
amenities.  The responses were tabulated and results were used to guide the development of different concepts for the revitalization
of the district.  In all, 32 people completed the survey.

The following represents the tabulated results of the Visual Preference Survey.  (Numbers in parenthesis refer to the slide number in
the survey.)

Residents prefer ample landscaping on the streets.  (1, 2, 3, 6, 22, 26)

A variety of parks and open space treatment should be provided.  (5, 13, 21, 27, 32)

A variety of amenities should be included in streetscapes and parks/plazas. (7, 8, 15, 21)

There was no preferred “style” of amenities; most new & attractive amenities should be acceptable.  (19, 24)

Streets should be safe and attractive for pedestrians.  (9, 22)

Streetscaping designs should use high-quality materials.  (11, 12, 16, 20)

Plazas/open space should be large enough to accommodate a variety of special uses, such as festivals and concerts.  (14,
31)

Respondents strongly desire a clock tower in the district.  (12, 17, 18)

Buildings sited closer to the street are preferred.  (4, 10, 25)

New buildings should have attractive landscaping.  (28, 29)

Denser, mixed-use buildings are welcome in the district.  (10, 23, 30)

No high-rises should be built; buildings should have no more than three or four stories.  (25)

Local, neighborhood businesses are preferred over chain stores.  (28)

Parking lots are preferred to be shielded from the sidewalk. (10, 29)
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Appendix III – Stakeholder InterviewsAppendix III – Stakeholder InterviewsAppendix III – Stakeholder InterviewsAppendix III – Stakeholder InterviewsAppendix III – Stakeholder Interviews
The Arsh Group Inc. interviewed more than a dozen individuals and groups early in the planning process.  These interviewed persons
represented a variety of interests and responsibilities.  The following exhibits the tabulated results of these interviews.  It should be
noted that different categories were devised after the interview to measure responses in different areas.
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